We provide a unified treatment of indicative and biscuit conditionals on the basis of their status as sentence topics. We show syntactic similarities of the two types of conditionals to two variants of topicality. By extending the approach of topic interpretation of Endriss (to appear) and combining it with the approach to conditionals of Schlenker (2004), we derive the correct semantic and pragmatic contributions of these conditionals. 1. Indicative and Biscuit Conditionals. (1) illustrates two commonly investigated types of conditionals, namely indicative conditionals (IC, 1a) and biscuit conditionals (BC, 1b).
(6) REF d (ιx[pastor(x)]) & ASSERT(¬∃y[like(y, d)])
The act of topic establishment REF introduces a discourse referent (here: d) for the topic marked constituent (here: the pastor) and is conjoined (via speech act conjunction &) to the original speech act. Crucially, the weak d-pronoun den in (3a) is interpreted as the topic discourse referent. Hence the case of aboutness topicality corresponds to a simple relation of predication, where the comment can be regarded as a predicate λx [¬∃y[like(y, x) ] of the topic 2 d. We propose to extend this mechanism to handle cases of frame setting as well. Consider (3b):
Instead of a proform necessarily related to the topic, the matrix clause contains the pronoun him, which is interpreted by a free variable z (possibly resolved to d). Hence the case of frame setting does not correspond to a predicative relation of comment and topic, but to a discoursive relation of the act of topic establishment and the assertion. This is even clearer with (4):
The only connection of topic and comment is via their consecutive performance as speech acts. At this point the issue of relevance comes in: on standard Gricean assumptions an assertion is only felicitous if it is relevant to the preceding discourse. In (8) the immediately preceding discourse developed by establishing the pastor as topic. The following assertion is felicitous only if it is relevant for (questions regarding) the pastor. In case of aboutness topicality this relevance condition is trivially fulfilled, because a predication is obviously relevant to its argument. We can now straightforwardly account for ICs and BCs. We adopt the approach of Schlenker (2004), who analyzes if-clauses as definite descriptions over possible worlds, such that the first clause of (1a) is interpreted as the (unique) possible world which is most similar to the actual world among all worlds where Peter went shopping is true 3 . The entire conditional is then considered true if this world is among the worlds where the consequent is true. In Section 2. we have noted that ICs parallel GLD/aboutness topic constructions. An analysis of (1a) analogous to (6) yields the following result 4 :
The act of topic establishment introduces a discourse referent for the topic marked constituent (here: the selected world mentioned above) and is conjoined to the original speech act. Crucially, then is interpreted as a world pronoun, namely the topic discourse referent. Again, this is a case of predication and hence the relevance requirement is trivially fulfilled. In contrast, our analysis of (1b) yields the following result:
As the matrix clause does not contain any proform relating to the topical component, the content of the comment assertion is evaluated in the actual world of utterance per default. Hence the assertion is about the existence of pizza in the fridge in the actual world. Note that this act is performed unconditionally, which is exactly what we observed for BCs. Secondly, the relevance requirement comes down to the requirement that the assertion of there pizza being in the fridge is relevant to the act of establishing the situations where the listener is hungry as conversation topic. Again, this is exactly the observed relevance implicature for BCs. 
